(1) What is the importance of various countries in the total output produced by economic science, as measured by the citations of eminent economists? In order to answer this question, we also identify the 20 most eminent (i.e. most often cited) economists.
(2) Does the number of eminent economists produced depend on the genetic endowment available? If so, one would expect that the distribution of eminent economists mirrors the size of the population of the various countries. The analysis provided here deviates in various respects from the information contained in
Blaug's Who's Who in Economics:

-
The basis from which the most often cited economists are calculated is extended, allowing us to identify eminent economists neglected by Blaug.
We consider a shorter, but more recent period of time. Thus, our data reflect the current situation more accurately.
-A ranking of the top twenty most often cited European economists is presented (Blaug only identifies the set of eminent economists).
It is analyzed how the distribution of eminent economists is influenced by the countries' size of population and per capita economic output.
Association, as well as gaining tenure at reputed universities and earning above average university salaries. 5 We concentrate on the years 1993-1996. For this four year period there are still paper copies of the SSCI available, which -perhaps counter-intuitively to some readers -lend themselves much easier to quantitative analyses than the electronic version of later years.
It is impossible to count the citations of all living European economists. We therefore restrict our count to a carefully selected basic set in order not to miss frequently cited economists already at this initial stage. We counted the citations of all these economists and selected the most frequently cited ones.
Imposing a cut-off of more than 100 citations over the period 1993-96, a set of 160 eminent
European economists emerged.
The breadth of our basic set cannot only be seen by comparing its size (1304) to Blaug's set (with an estimated 368 entries), but also by the high cut off point imposed on our selection.
While we count an economist as eminent if he is cited at least 25 times per year (on average over the period 1993-96), Blaug (1986) includes economists who got at least "two to three citations per year" (on average over the period 1972-83; see Blaug 1999, p. x). Points (3) and (4) accentuate the concentration of eminent economists in just a few countries.
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III. Eminent Economists according to Countries
(5) Some small countries do well. If "small" is defined as having a population of less than 10 million, Belgium, Switzerland and Sweden are all ranked in the first half, and they total 14 percent of all eminent economists. But some other small countries do not do so well: similar to that in Blaug but Belgium and Denmark move up by three, and two ranks, respectively, and the Netherlands, Switzerland and Austria move down two ranks in our sample, compared to Blaug.
Norway, Denmark, Austria and Ireland are among the worst ranked. This result suggests that size certainly does not guarantee many eminent economists, but smallness does not prevent a good ranking.
The distribution of eminent economists can, of course, be grouped in many more ways. One possibility would be to set the "Northern European" countries (UK, NL 
IV. Influence of Country Size
To become an eminent economist requires talent, i.e. one must have an appropriate genetic endowment. A natural presumption is that the population of all nations has an equal capacity in this respect 9 (an alternative would be that some populations are better endowed with scientific, or at least economic, talent, but then the question arises which countries these are, and what the reason is for this). We thus have
Hypothesis 1: The number of eminent economists is proportional to the size of the population.
In order to test this hypothesis, the fourth column of The results are clearly against the hypothesis of an equal distribution of talent according to genetic endowment. The small countries do much better, while the large countries -with the exception of the United Kingdom -do much worse than they should according to their population endowment. This "small country effect" suggests that other factors must be at work.
V. Influence of Economic Capacity
The number of eminent economists may depend on the financial resources they have at their disposal, reflected e.g. in the facilities where they work, computer installment, and the number of well-educated collaborators. This suggests
Hypothesis 2: The number of eminent economists is proportional to GNP.
The fifth column of table 1 exhibits the corresponding figures and rankings (GNP across countries are made comparable by using PPP).
Again, distinguishing the same three groups of countries, the following observations may be made:
(1) United Kingdom. This country is still on top, with a large gap before the second ranked occupy median rank five, while the poorest five (H, GR, E, EIR, and UK) occupy median rank eleven. While per capita GNP certainly does not explain the number of eminent economists across countries, it is nevertheless helpful.
The simultaneous influence of a country's size and income can also be analyzed in a multiple regressions approach. Although the results of regressions with so few data points have to be interpreted carefully, 
VI. The Top Twenty Economists According to Citations
VII. Other Distributions of Eminence
VIII. Robustness Check
Are the results, in particular the small country effect, steered by our data selection procedure?
We believe this not to be the case. On the one hand, the above discussion demonstrates that the small country effect also shows up in various other measures of eminence. On the other hand, we have identified this effect in various sub-samples of our data. This is not only true with respect to the selection of the most influential economists, but also with regard to another sample which looks at publications and citations in the periods 1988-90 and 1986-90, respectively (see Eichenberger, Arpagaus and Meier 2000, p.151f.). Moreover, the small country effect can also be found in Blaug's data . Finally, our results are also robust with respect to the selection of the scientific journals included. We have recalculated the shares in the basic set for each country for different selections of journals. It turns out that the small countries are not favored by any particular journal (see Eichenberger, fact that the Economic Journal gives UK economists a definite advantage.
IX. Conclusion
Consider the problem that a country needs or wants to form a committee of twenty eminent national economists, i.e. those most recognized by their colleagues in terms of citations in scientific writings. The only country which can match this task is the United Kingdom In general, therefore, the interest in having eminent economists derives mainly from their achievement as individuals rather than as a group 10 . The absolute number is not the only aspect of interest. But, from all points of view, the United Kingdom stands out: it occupies first rank in Europe according to absolute number, per capita, and GNP per capita. Several small countries do very well indeed: Belgium always ranks second or third, Switzerland and 10 Unlike sports, where (sometimes, e.g. at the Olympics or at European or World championships) teams composed of nationals have to be formed. A particular country must, for instance, put together a team of eleven football players, and it is therefore important to have at least that number of "eminent" players available (Glejser  2000) . However, even in that sport, teams are often composed of players from many different nationalities, an example being the immensely popular European football club championships.
account. These countries are at the same time among the rich ones. Small but poor countries (Hungary, Greece) are badly ranked in all respects. The four large Continental European countries only do well according to the absolute number of eminent economists. But weighted by population size and GNP they chop back dramatically. The percentage of eminent economists in the three European country groups -the United Kingdom, the four large and the ten small countries -is almost identical for the more select set of the top twenty. 
